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| DISCOURSE | 


The Power of Excommunication 
IN A i 


Chriſtian Church, | 


IT is a matter of daily obſervacion and experi= 

W encein the world, how hard icis to keep the $.r- 

> ejes of the underſtanding clear in its judge- 

ment of things , when it1s too far engaged in 

Rr DE the dy? of controveriie, It being ſo very 

difficult to well manage an 1mperuous purſuit after any opt- 

nion ; nothing being more common then to ſee men outrun | 
y 


#:=-- 


their mark, and through the force of cheir ſpeed ro bee carryed 
as farr beyendit , as others In their opinion fall hore of it. 
- There is, certainly, a kind of ebriety of the mind, as well as of 
| the body , which makes it ſo #»fnble and pendulons, that ir 
| oft times reeles from one extream unto the quite contrary. 
This, as it is obvious In molt eager controvertifts of all ages » 
ſo eſpecially in ſuch, who have diſcovered the falfiry of an 
{30 B | opinion | 
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opinion they were once confident of , which*they think they 
can neverafter run farr enough from : So that while they 
ſtart ar an apparition they ſo much dread y they run into thoſe 
untroden paths, wherein they /sſe both themſelves and the 
irath rhey ſought for, | 

T hus wee tind it to be in the preſent comroverfie, for many 
out. of their jult zeal againſt-the extravagancies of thoſe who 
ſcrued up Charch power to ſohigh a peg, that it was thoughtto 
make perpetuall d:ſ-ord with the Common-wealth, could never 
mink chemſelves free from ſo great an inconvenience, till 
they had melted down all Spiritual power into the Civil State . 
and diſſolved rhe C hu7ch into the Common-wealth. But that the 
world mayſee 1 have not been more forward to aflert the. 
juſt power of the agiftrate in Eccleſiaſticalls, as well as Ci- 
zills, rhen ro defend the fundamemal R:ghrsof the Charch, 
I have taken this opportunity, more fully toexplaigand vin- 
dicate thar part of the Ckurches power, which lies in reference 
ro offenders ? Ir being the main rhing ftruck.ar by thoſe who 
are the followers of that noted Phy/itian, who handled the 
Chwrch ſo ill , as to deprive her of her expalſive Faculty 
of Noxious humours, and \o left her under a wiſerere mei. 

I ſhall therefore endeavour to giverhe Charch her due, 
as well as Ceſar his , by making good this following prizciple. 
or hypotheſis, upon which the whole hizge of this controverſie 
turnes,viz. that the power of inflitting cenſures _ offenders- 
in a C hriftian Church, is a fandamentall right,yeſulting from the 
conſt itmtion of the Church, as a ſociety by Jeſus Chriſt, and that 
the ſeat of this power 1s in thoſe Officers of the Chnreh, who have 
derived their power originally from the: Founder of this ſociety, 
and aft by wertne of the Laws of it. - 

For the cleare #arng bf this comrover/ie , it will bee 
neceary ro explain, what that Power 1s, which I attribure ro 
the Charch, and in what notion the Chrrch is cobe conſide- 
red as it Exeyciſeth this Power; Firſt, concerning the: pro- 
per no:ion of Power, by it I cannor ſee any thing elſe to: 
bee underſtood , then « 7ight of Governing , or ordeyiy hings 
which belong to a Society . And ſo Power implies only a moral 

faculty in the perſon enjoying it, to rake cate we quud civitas 


 detrimenti capiat , whereby 1t.is evidenc charevery well con- 


ftituced 
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Excommunication in a Chiiflian Church, 

ſttcuted Soctery muſt ſuppoſe a Power within its ſelf of 
ordzring things belonging to its welfare, or elſe ir were 
:mpoſlible, eicher the #e:»g or the rights and priviledges of a 
Society could bee long preſerved. Power then in irs gen2ral 
and abſtracted notion, doth nor neceſſarily impore either 
mtev authority,or proper coaltion, for theſe to any impartial 
judgement,will appear to bee racherche ſeverall modes where- 
by power is exercifed, then any proper ingredients of the 
ſpecifickn«rure of wn ; which in generall, imporrs no more then 
4 right to Govern a conſtituted Society , bur how that righe ſhall 
bee exerciſed, muſt bee reſolved nor from the notlon of 
Power , bur from the »artwre and conſi1tution of that parccular 
Soctery in which it is /9dged and inherent. 

It appears then from hence to bee a great »/take and 
abuſe of well natured readers, when all Power isneceſlarily 
reſtrained, either re chat which is properly coercive, or to 
that which is »rerſy arbitrary and onely from conſent. 
The originall of which miſtake 1s, the ſtating the notion 
of Powey from the uſe of the Word, either in ancient 
Reman authors , or elſe in the Civil Laws, both which are 
freely acknowledged to bee ſtrangers to the exerciſe of any 
other Power, then that which is meerly authoritative and 
perſwaſive , or that which is Goafive and Penal, The ground 
of whichis, becauſe they were ignorant of any ether way 
of conveyance of Power, beſides external force and arbitrary 
couſent , the one in thoſe called Legal Societies or Civitates, 
the other Collegia and heterie, But to us that do acknow- 
ledge that God hath a 7:ght of commanding men to what du- 
ty hee pleaſe himſelf, and ppointing a Society upon what 
rerms beſt pleaſe him , and giving a Powey te particular per- 
ſons to govern that Society, in what way ſhall cend moſt to 
advaxce the honour of ſuch a Society , may eafily bee made 
appear, that there 1s a kind of power neither properly coattive 
nor meerly arb:trary , vize ſuch a one as immediately reſults 
from D:wme iu#titurion , and doth ſuppoſe conſent to ſubmir 
ro it as a neceſſary Daty in all the »embers of this Society, 

This Power, it is evident, is not meerly aroitrary either in 
the Governours or members, for the Governours derive their 

Power , or night of Governing from the 7»firution of {, gs. 
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' A. Diſcourſe concernmng the Power of 

and are to bee regulated by his Laws In the execution of it 
and the wembers, though their Conſent bee neceſſarily ſup= 
poſed , yer thar conſent 1s a Duty in them, and that dury 
dorh imply their ſwbm1ſſion to the Rulers of this Society: neither 
can this power bee called coati:ve, in the ſenſe it is commonly 
raken, for coattive power, and external force are neceſſary cor- 
relates to each other , bur wee ſuppoſe no ſuch thing ag a 
power of outward force to bee given to the Charch as ſuch, 
for that properly belongs to a Common-wealth. Bur the power 
which I ſuppoſe to bee lodged in the Chnreh, 15 ſuch a power 
as depends upon a Law of a ſuperior, giving r1ght to Govern, 
to, particular perſons over ſuch a Society., and making it the 
Duty of all members of it to ſubmit wnto it , #pow 10 other pe« 
nalties , then the excluſion of them from the priviledges , which 
that Society exjoys, So that ſuppoſing ſuch a Society, as the 
Church is, tobee of Divine in#1itntion , and that Chriſt hath 
appointed Officers to rule it , ir neceſſarily follows,xthat choſe- 
Officers mult derive their Power, 1, e. their right of Governing 
this Society , not meerly from conſent and confederation of 
parties , but-from that Divine inftutmtien, on which the Sociery 
depends. The want of underſtanding the right notion of 
power inthe ſenſe here ſer down, is certainty the Tg@Tov .4ty- 
IN\©- of Eraſtianiſme , and that which hath given eccafion ro 
ſo many roqueſtion any ſuch thing as Power in the Chnrch , 
eſpecially , when the more zealons chen judicions defenders 
of it have racher choſen ro bavg it upon ſome doubrful places 
of Scriptnre , then on the very nature and conſtitution of the 
Chriſtian Church, as a Society inſtitmted by Jeſus Chrif, 

This being then the nacure of power in general, itis, I ſup- 
poſe clear , that an-ourward coative force is not zeceſſary in 
order to it; forif ſome may have a r:ght to govern , and 0- 
chers may bee obliged to obedience tothoſe perſons antece- 
dently, to any ciw1il conſtitution ; then ſuch-perions have a 
jnſt power , to mflift ceuſures upon ſuch as tranſgreſs the rules 
of the ſociety , without any outward force. Ir is here very 
impertinent to diſpute, what effeZts ſuch cenſures-can have up- 
en Wilful perſons without a coattrve power ;1f I can prove, that 
there 15 a 77g ht to inflitt chemin Charch officers , and an ob/i. 
Latrox to /ubmir to them in- all offenders , I amnot to _ 
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x communication ina Chriſtian Church, 
ble my ſelf with the event of ſuch things as depend upon ds- 
vine inſtitutions, I know it is the great ebjetion of rhe fol- 
lowers of Eraſius , that Charch cenſures are mnflifted. upon 
perſons unwilling ro receive them » and therefore mbſt imply 
exterual and coattive force , Which 18 repugnant to the nature 
of a Chnrch. Bur this admics ( according to the principles 
here eſtabliſhed ) of a very eafie ſolutios , for I deny nor,thar 
Chnrchpower goes upon conſent, bur then its very plain here was 
an antecedent conſent to ſubmit to cenſures in the very entrance 
into this Society, which is ſuſficient to denominate it a volun- 
tary aft of the perſons undergoing it ; and my reaſon- 1s this , 
every perſon entring into a Society , parts with his ownfree- 
dome and liberty , as to matters concerning the governing of 
it, and profefſeth ſnbmiſſios to the r#les and 97ders of it : now 
a man having parted with his freedome already , cannot 7e- 
aſſume it when hee pleaſe, for then hee is under an 9b/1gation 
to ſtand to rhe Covenants made at his extrance ; and conſe- 
quently his «»dergoing what ſhall bee laid upon him by the 
Laws of this ſociety, muſl bee ſuppoſed to bee velnntary as 
depending upon his conſent ar firſtencrance , which in all ſoct» 
eties mult bee ſuppoſed ro hold Rill , elſe there would follow: 
nothing but conffion in all Societies inthe world, if every man 
were at liberty to break, his Covenants when any thing comes 
ro lye upon him according to the rnles of the Society, which 
hee our of ſome private deſig» would bee #nwilling to undergo. 
Thus much may ſerve to ſettle aright che #otion of power ; the 
want of underſtanding which , hath cauſed all the confuſion 
of this controverhie, 

The next thing is, in what notion wee are to conhdzr the 
Church, which is made the ſubje of this power ? ASto which 
wee. are to conſider ; This power either as to ic's r/ght or in 
attuprimo, orasto it's exerciſe, or in altuſecuudo : Now if 
wee take this power as tothe fundamental right of it, thenir 
belongs to chat #niverſal Church of Chriſt, which ſubſpts as 
a vifpble Society ,. by vercue of that Law of Chrift , which 
makes an ownng the profeſſion of Chriſtianty rhe daty of 
all Church members, If wee conſider this power in the exer- 
ciſe of ir then ( ir being impoſſible char che univerſal Church 
ſhould perform the executive part Of this power relating to of- 

B fences ) 
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- fances ) I ſuppoſe it lodged in that particnlay Socrety of Chr i- 


ftiazs , which are unired rogerher in one body in the commu- 
rity of the ſame Government ; but yer, ſo as, that the admi- 
&ſtratioF of this power , doth not belong to the body of the ſo- 
ciety conſidered comple1y, bur to thoſe officers in it, whoſe 
care and charge ir is,to have a peomtiar overſight and mſpetts - 
9x over tne Church , and to redreſs all diſorders init. Thus 
the viſſve faculty is fundamentally /odged in the ſoul, yer alt 


exterior als of ſight are performed by che eyes , which are the 


Emir x0701 Overſeers of the body,as the orher are of theChnrch, 
ſo thar the exerciſe and admmſiration of this power belongs 
to the ſpecial Officers and Governoxrs of the Church , none 
elſe being capable of exercifing thts pewer of the Church as 
fach , bue they on whom ir is ſerled by the founder of the 
Chzrch ir's ſelf, 

This Soctety of the Church may bee again confidered, eis- 
ther as ſu6/i/#ing withour any fluence from the civil power , 
or as itis owned by, and mcorporated inte a Chriſtian fates 
I therefore demand,whether it bee abſolutely zeceſſaryfor the 
ſnbfiſtence of this Chriſtian ſociety , to bee upheld hy the civil 
power or ns ? And certainly none who conſider rhe fr/t and 


pureſt ages of the Chriſtian Church, can give*any entertainment 


to the Affirmativ? , becauſe then {tbe Chereh flouriſhed in 
it's greateſt parity , not only when not #pheld , bur when 
moft violently oppoſed by the cr2ul power: 3 if ſo, then it's being - 
#nited with the £1911 ſtate is only accidental, as to the conſtirue 
tionofa Charch; andif this bee only accidental, then ir muſt 
bee ſuppoſed fwrmſhed with every thing requiſite to ir's well 
ordering, autecedentyte any ſuch #n10v, and abſtrafty from.it, 
For can wee imagine our Bleſſed Savionr ſhould inſtitute a ſo- 
ciety , and leave it deſtitute of means tonphold it's ſelf, unleſs 
it fell into the hands of the c:24/ power ? or thar hee lefr every 
rhing tending thereto , meerly ro prndexce , and the arbritra- 
7y conſtitutions of the perſons joyning rogether 1n this ſoczety ? 
Did cur Saviowr take care there ſhould. bee a ſoctety p and 
nor provide for wears to upheld ir > Nay itis evident, hee 
not only appoizted a ſociety, but officers ro rule ir ; had thoſe 
officers then a Right ro Governit or vo , by vertue of Chr:ſfs 
2/t14#101 of them? If not, they were rathzr Bibs than 

Ceſares , 
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| Excommunication iz a Chriſtian Church, 
Ceſures, Cyphers than Conſnls in the Church of Gods, Tf 
they had a pawer co govern , doth not that neceMarily imply 
a Right to inflict cexſnures on offenders ? unleſs 
ſuppoſe that either there can bee no offenders ina 
Chxrch , of that thoſe of eaders do not violate the Laws of the 
ſociety , 0r there bee ſore proibetzon for rhem to exerciſe 
their power over them( which is to give power with one hand, 
and take ir away With the other ) ortchar this power cannot 
extend ſo far as to exclnde any from the prividedges of the 
Church , which is the thing to bee diſcuſſed, 
Having thus cleated our way, I now come to the reſolntioz 


of the queſtion its ſelf, in order to which I ſhall endeavoury 


to demonſtrate with What evidence the ſubjeHt is capable of 
theſe following things, Frrft that the Church is a peculiar 
Society in its own Nature , diſtintt from the Commun-wealth, 
Secondly, that the power of the Church over its members drth. 
not ariſe from meer confederation or conſent of partits. Thiraly , 
T hat this power of the Charch death extewd to the excluſion of 
offenders from the priviledges of it. Fourthly, That the 
fundamental rights of the Charch do not eſcheat to the Con- 
mon-wealth npoy their being united 1# 4 Chriſtian State. It 
theſe principles bee eſtabhſhe1, the Chnrche: power will 
Rand upon them, as on a firm and 1mmoveable baſis, 

I begin with the firf. That the Chxach is a Prem ar 
Society 1m its own nature, diſtintt from the Common-wealth , 
which I prove by theſe arguments. 

I Thoſe Soctetres , which are capable of ſabSflins apar: * 
fromeatch ether , are really, and in their own »atare, diffintt 
from one another , bur ſo ir is with the Chnrchand Com- 
2z0n-wealth, For there can. bee no greater evidence of a 
reall diffindion than mutual ſeparation ; and TI think rhe 
proving the poſſib1/ity of the ſoxts exiſting, ſeparate fromthe 
body , is one of the ſtrongeſt argamert; ro prove ito bee a 
ſnbftance really diſtixtt from the body, ro which tis uniced; 
alrhough wee are often fain-to go tne other way to work, and 
ro prove poſſibility of ſeparation from orher arguments evinc- 
Ins the ſoul to bee a difintt ſnb/taxce ; but the reaſon of 
that is for want of evidence as tothe fate of ſeparate ſonls, 
and their vifble exiffence whichis 7epuenant io the 3mma- 
teriallity 
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A Diſconfſe concerning the Power- of 

wee have all evidexce deſirable, for wee are nor pur to prove 

id - of ſeparation, meerly from the different conStuturien 
hings uniced , bur wee have evidence to ſenſe oft, 


of rh 
that the Church hath ſ#b/ifed when ir hath been not onely 
ſeparated from but perſecated by all civil power, It is with 
many men as tothe union of Church and State, as it is with. 
others,as to the union of the Sen/ and Body, when they ob- 
ſerve how cloſe the #7107 is, and how much the Soul makes 
uſe of the Animal Spirits in molt of 1ts operations, and how 
great a ſympathy there is between them,that, like Hyppocrates 
his Twins, they /augh and weep "together, they are ſhrewdly 
pur to it , how to fancy the Soxl to bee any thing elſe then 
a more vigorous mode of matter; ſo theſe obſerving how 
cloſe an no» and Dependence there'is between the Charch 
and State in a Chriitian Common-wealth , and how much the 
Chwrch is beholding tothe civil power in the Adminiſtration 
of its fault;ons, are apt to think that the Charch is nothing bur 
a higher mode of a Common-wealth, conſidered as Chriſtian. 
Bur when itis ſo evident that the Charh hath , and may ſ#6- 
þ/*; ſuppoſing it abſtracted from all Civil Power, it may bee 
a ſuficient dewsonſtr ation that however neey they may be when 
#nted , yet they are really and in their own watwure, d:ſtiu(t 
fromeachother, Which was the thing to bee proved, 

3 Thoſe are d:ftzult ſocteties, which haveevery thing d:ff1ult 
in their wat#re from each other, which belong to the confti- 


- tutiog of government of them; but this is evident, as to the 


Ehwrchand Common-wealth , which will appear, becauſe their 
Charter is diſtiuft , or that which gives them their being as a 
ſociery : Civil ſocteties are founded upon the neceſſity of parti- 
cular mens partizg with their peculiar Rzghts, for tHe pre- 
ſervation of themſelves , which was the impulſive cauſe of their 
- entring into ſocieties, bur that which aQually ſpeaksthem ro 
bee a ſoctety,is the wentwal conſent of the ſeveral parties joyning 
rogether » whereby they make themſelves to bee oe Boay ; 


Atud. Aguſt. 4nd to have one common 1ntereſt, So Cicero de Repub, defines 
de Civit,de 1,2, popnlinys , to ee cet multitudinis, juris conſenſn et niltane 
C.2L, 


communone ſoctats, There 1s no:doubt , but Geds gencral 
providence , isas evidently ſeen in bringing the #or/d iro 
 ſocretres, 
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-ſecieties and making them live under Goverwwent , as in d:- 
poſing all particular events which happetiin thoſe ſocieries 3 bur 
yet the way, which ptovidetice uſeth itt the eoſtirurioy of theſe 
 ſacietres, is by inclimng men to conſent to aſſociate for their mus 
cual benefit and advantage : So that narural reaſon confulring 
for the good of mankinde,as to thoſe Rights which men enjoy in 
- common. with each other,was the 114 foundation upon which 
all cewil ſocieties Were erefted. Wee finde no poſitive Law 
-enaQting the betting of civil ſocreties , becauſe nature it's ſelf 
would prompt men for their own convemencies to enter into 
chem, Bur the grewnd and forndation of thar ſociety, which we 
call a Church, 1s a matter which natural reaſon and cons mon 
motions can never reach to; and therefore an aſſociating for 
the preſerving of ſuch, may bee a Philoſophical Society , buca 
Chriſftias it cannot bee: And that would make a Chrit1an 
Church to bes nothing elſe but aſociety of Eſſens oran 04x0- 
Gov of Pythagorians, who doeither not underſtand or not confi 
der whercon this Chriſtian ſociety is founded ; for itis evidene 
they look on it as a meerly voluntary thing , that is nor at all 
ſetled by any Divize poſitive Law. | 
The truth is, chere is noprinciple more conſiſtent with the 8+ 
Finiox of thoſe who deny any Churchpower in a Chriſtian Fare , 
then this is, andic isrthat, which every one, who will make 
200d his ground tuft beedrivento ; for ir is evident , thar in 
mattets meerly volwntary, and depending only oh conſideration , 
ſuch things being fyable ro a Hagiffrates power , there can be 
ne-plea from newtaal conſent to juſtifie any oppoſition toſupreanz 
authority ina Common-Wealth. But then , how ſuch perſons 
cati bee Chriſtians, when the Magiſtrates would hive them 
to bee otherwiſe, I carinot #»derſfand ; nor how the primi« 
trve Martyrs were any other then a company of Fools or Mad- 
en, who would hazard their lives, for that which was a 
meer arbritr ayy thing , and which they had no necefſary obliga- 
2x0 upon them to profeſs. Hiſltake mee nor, I ſpeak not here 
of meer atts of diferpline , but of the daty of outward profeſſing 
Chriftianity ; if this bee a duty , then a Chriſt1as ſociety is ſet= 
ledby 4 poſirive Law, if irbee riot a dwty , thzn they are fools 
.whoſuffer for ic 2 So that this queſti2z reſolved inco it's privcs= 
pes, leads us higher than wee think.for , and the main thing 
G | 
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I0. + Diſcourſe concerning the Power of. | 
in debate muſt bee , whether there bee: an obl:gation upon c0x-" 
ſcience for men ro afſoczate in the. profeſſion of Chriſtianty or 
no ? If xhere bee, then the Charch,which is nothing, elfe buc -_ 
ſuch an sſoc:ation,is eftabliſned upon a poſitive Law of Chrit; 
if there bee nor, then rhoſe.;»convemencies follow , which are 
|| | already mentioned. | 
| | ING hs Wee arerold indeed by the Leviathan with confidence e- 
Fu nough , that no precepts of the Goſpelare Law, till enatted by 
| civil authority ; bur it 18 licele wonder , thachee , who thinks 
an :mmaterial ſubſtance implies a contradifttion , thould think 
'K as much of calling any ching a Law, but what hath acivil ſau- 
&r0v, Bur 1 ſuppoſe all thoſe, who dare freely own a ſmpreme: 
p | and z»finite eſſence to have been the Creator, and ro bee the 7u- 
i | | ley of the World , will acknowledge his tower to oblige conſci- 
K ence » Without being behold'ng to his own creature to exatt his 
| Laws, that men mighr bee bord to obey them, . Was the great 
Ged fain to bee beholdrng to the crvil authority hee had over. 
the Jewiſh Common-Wealth ( their government being a ©tc- 
xecTic) ro make his Laws obligatory to the conſciences of the. 
Jews? What, had nor they their begs from God ? and can. 
there bee_any greater gronrd of obligation to obedience, than 
trom.rhience 2 Whence.comes c:v4/ power: to have any Right 
to oblige-men more, than God, confidered as Governaxy of the! 
World,can have ? Can there bee indeed ne other Laws accor- 
ding tothe Leviathays Hypotheſis, bur. only the Law. of na- 
ture and civil Daws 7 But I pray whence comes the obligation. 
| ro either of theſe, that theſe are not asarburary, as all other 
agreements are,? And1is 1t-nor as ſtrong a diftate of nature as 
t any can bee, ( ſuppoling-thar there is a God ) that a creature. 
4 which receives it's being from another, ſhould bee bonnd to obey. 
bins , not only in the reſwltancies of his own zatare , bur -d' 
che arbitrary conſtitutions of his will: Was eAdam bound to 
4 obey God or 0 , asto that poſerivie precept of eatipg the forbid- 
2 frait, if no.crvil 'Sanition had beer added to that Law? The. 
trurhis, ſach Hypotheſes as theſe are',, 'when chey ate follow- 
edcleſe home , Will bee found to Kernel iy that Hack: Pen , 
from whence they are loath co bee thought ro have proceed-: 
ed. | £5 
$+15- And now , ſ»ppoſong, that every fall Declaration of the Wil . 
 ofChrift, asto any poſrve 1nfttntion, hath the force and pow- 
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. Excommunication tn a Chriſt!ay { hiurch, 
er of a Law uponthe conſcieuces of all , ro whom it.is ſuſfic#- 
ently propoſed : I proceed ro make appear , thar ſuch a drvine 

ofrrive Law there 1s , for the exiſtence of a Church, as a vi- 
fible bedy and ſociety tm ch World ; by which I am far from 
meaning ſuch a conſp:icanme ſociety, that muſt concinue in a 
perpernal 1ſibility inthe ſame place; I finde nor the lealt ;nrr- 
mation of any ſuch thing in Scripewre ; buc that there thall 
alwaies bee ſom: where or other, in the world, a ſociety owning 
and profeſſing Chriftianity, may bee ealily dedxced trom theace; 
and eſpeciaily onthisaeconnt , that our Savioar hath required 
this , as one of the coyd;e70ns in ofder to eternal felicity, thar 
all choſe who beleeve in their hearts, chat Jeſws is rhe Chriit, 
muſt likewiſe confeſs him with their months to the world : and 
therefore , as Jorg as there are men to beleeve in Chriſt, there 
muſt bee men that will not bee aſhamed to afſociate, 'on the 
acconnt of the Dottrine hee harh promn1ged to the world, That 
one Phraſe in the New Teſtament , ſo frequently uſed by our 
bleſſed Sevioxr , of the Kingdome of Heaven ( importing a Go- 
el! fate ) doth evidently declare a ſocrety , Which was conſti- 
cuted by him, on the prixciples of the Goſpel Covenant. Where- | 
fore ſhould our Saviour call Diſciples , and make Apoſtles , 
and ſend them abroad with full commeſſion to gathey and tn» 

#:ate Diſciples by Baptiſm ; did hee not intend a vi/ible ſocyery 
for his Church ? Had it not been enoug|1 for men to have cor= 
dially beleeved the truth of che Goſpel, but they muſt bee ex- 
ter'd in a ſolemn viſible way, and joynin participation of viſi= 
ble Symbols of bread and wine , butthatour Savioxr required 
external profeſſion and ſociety in the Gefpel as a neceſſary duty , 
in order to obtaining the priviledges conveyed by his Magna 
Charta in the Gofpel, I wonld fain know, by what argument wee 
can prove , that any humane Legiſlator, did ever intend a Com- 
mMn-weadlthto bee governed according to his mode , by which 
wee cannot prove that Chrift by a poſitive Law, did command 

ſuch a ſociety, as ſhould be governed in & v;fible manner,as other 

ſoctetres are? Did he not appoint officers himſelf in the Chwuych, 
and rhat of many ranks and degrees ? Did hee notzaveſ# thoſe 

officers with authority to rule his Church ? Is ic norlaid as a 
charge on them , to take heed to that flock over which God had 
made them Overſeers? Are there nor Rules laid down - 

C2 | te 
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: EL Diſcourſe concerning the Power of | 
the peculiar exerciſe of their Government over the Church'in 
all the parts of ir? Were not theſe officers admitted into their 
funtlion by a moſt ſolemn wifible rite of 19wpoſition of bands >- 
And are all theſe ſolemn tranſaftionsa meer peece of ſacred: 
Pageaviry ? and they will: appear to bee /ittle: more , if the- 
Society of the Church bes a meer arbitrary thing, depending. 
onely upon: conſent and confederation, and net ſubſeſting by. 
vertue of any Charter from Chrift, or ſome poſtrveLew, requi-- 
ring all Chriſtians tojoynin Church Society together, 

Bur if now from hence .ic- appears ( as certainly it eannor 
bur appear”) that this Secrety of the Church doth ſubſff by 
vertue of a.D:;vime poſiuve Law, then it muft-of neceſſity be- 
diftinft from any cril Sectety, and that on. theſe acconnrs , 
Firſt becauſe there is an axtecedent obligation ON conſcience - 
to aſſociate on the accauut of Chriſtianity, whether Humaye- 
Laws prolubis of command: it, From whence, of neceſſity 
it follows, thay the conſtitution of rhe Church 1s really different 
from that of the Common-mealth ; becauſe whether the Come- 
194-wealth bee, for, or againſt this Seoiety , all char own ir 
are bonnd to - profeſs it openly , and declars- themſelves mem- 
bers of ite Whereas were: the Church and Common-wealth-: 
really andformally the ſame , all obligation ro Church Society - 
would ariſe meerly from the Legiſlative Pomer of the Cexs- 
2y0n-wealth, Bur now there being: a Divine Lam , binding in 
conſcience, whoſe ebligatian cannot beg [Hperſeded by any Hu- 
mane Law; \t is plain and evident, where are ſuch vaſtly dif- 
ferent obligetions, there are different Powers; and inthis ſenſe 
I know no izcaxgruty:in admicting: {oe periunes #4 imperio » If 
by it wee underſtand na externel coatiive owe but an-t»ter- - 
zal poxeer laying obligation.0u confeiexce , arſtin(lt from-the po- 
wer /adged ig a Common: mealth conlidered as ſuch. . An out- 
ward . cagttive power. Was alwayes. diſexned + by Chrift, 
but certainly not an internal Pywer over Caonſctence ito. oblige - 

all bis Diſciplesto what, Dwttes hee thought fire | 

$:cendly I argue fromthoſe Officers, whoſe rights to govern - 
chis Sociery are faunded on that, Charter, whereby the - Seciety 
26s ſelf ſubliks, Now I would willingly know why, when - 
onr Sevionr diſonned all outward pemer 10 the world , yer he - 
fhould'conſtiiare a Society, and. eppoint Officers ip.it, bid hee 
| | not 
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not intend a peculiar diſtivB Society from the other Socierzes of 


the world. And therefore-the argument frequently uſed 
againſt Church-power , becauſe ir hath no o#tward force with 
it by the conſtitution of Chriſt, is a ſtrong argumeut to mee of 
the pec#liarsty of a Chriſtian Society from a Common-weal:h, 
becauſe Chriſt ſo inſtitmted ir, as not to have it Ruled at fir by 
any outward force or power. When Chriſt ſaith his Kingdowe 
was not of this worid-; hee implies, thar hee had a Socrety rhar 
was governed by his Laws inthe world , yet dif 6 from all 
wHndane Societies: had not ow Savieur intended his Church 
to have been a pecnliar Society,diftin& from a Commyz-wealth , 
why o#r Saviour ſhould interdi& the ApoFHles the uſe of a 
civil coaftive power: . Or why inſtead of ſending abroad Apoſtles 
ro preach the Goſpel, hee did not imploy the Governours of 
Commun*-wealths to have inforced Chriſtianity by Laws and 
temporal edits, and the ſeveral MMagiftrates to have impow- 
red ſeveral perſoy5 under them to preach the Goſpel in their 
ſeveral Territories ? Andcan any thing bee more plain , by 
our Sevievrs taking a contrary courſe, then that hee intended a 


Church Society to bee diſtinft from civil, and the-power be-. 


longing ro it; ( as well as the Officers ) to bee..of a diFerent na- 
ture from that which 1s ſert/ed in a Common-wealth, 1 here 
ſuppoſe, thar Chriſt hath by a poſitive Law-eftabliſhed the 
Goverument of is Church upon Officers of his own appoint- 


ment; Which I have largely proved elſewhere, and there- rep, p. 2, «; x, # 


fore ſuppoſe. it now. Thirdly, I argue fromthe peculiar 7ights 
belonging to theſe Societies. For if every one boys in the Cone 
»or-wealth , have nor thereby a rightro the priviledges of 
the Church; nor every ove by being of the Church; any right 


to the benefits of the Commoen-wealth ; it muſt neceſlarily fol-- 


low ,that theſe-are di/ixtt from one another. If any one by 
being of th.Common-mealth, harh right ro Church priviledges, 
chen every ove boyn 18 4 Common-wealth. may challenge a right 
20 the Lords Supper wichour Baptiſns or open profeſſing Chri- 

_ Sanity, Which] cannot think any will bee very ready to grant, 

Now there berg by Divize a:poratment the ſeveral rights of 

Baptiſme and the Lords Supper, as peculiar badges of the 

Church as a viſible Socrety , it is evident, Chriſt did incend 

it a Socuty arFtialt from the Common-weatth, 


C 3. Fourthly, 
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' F Diſcourſe concerning the Power of 
the peculiar gxerciſc-of their Government over the Church'in 
all the parts of ir? Were not theſe officers admitted into their 
funttion by a moſt ſolemn wiſible rice of 1wpoſition of bands ?+ 
And are all theſe ſolemn tranſaftionsa meer peece of ſacred: 
Page:auiry ? and they will: appear to bee tle more , if the 
Soctety of the Church bes a meer arbitrary thing, depending. 
onely upon: coxſent and confederation, and not ſubſiſting by. 
vertue of any Charter from Chrift, or ſome poſitrveLayw, requi- 
ring all Chriſtians ro joynin ChurchSoctety togecher, 

But if now from hence.ir- appears ( as certainly it cannot 
bur appear”) that this Secrety of the Church doth ſubſift by 
vercue of a.D:vine poſizve Law, then it muft of »ecefſity be- 
arFtinlt from any oil Sectety, and that on theſe acconnrs , 
Firſt becauſe there is a1 axtecedent obligation on conſcience - 
to aſſociate on the accaunt of Chriſtianity, Whether Humaze- 
Laws prohibit of comwaad: it. From whence: of neceſſity 
it follows, thay the conftztetion of the Church 1s really different 
from that of the Coxmoa-meelth ; becauſe whether the Comr- 
204-wealth bes for, or againlt this Seoiety , all char own ir 
are bonud to profeſs it openly , and declare. themſelves mem- 
bers of it». Whereas were: the Church and Common-wealth-: 
really andformallythe ſame , all chligetion ro Church Society 
would ariſe meerly from the Legiſlative Pomer of the Cexe- 
280u-wealth, Bur now there being: a Divine Lew , binding in 
conſcience, Whoſe ebligation cannot bee [#perſeded by any Hu- 
mane Law; tis plain and evident, where are ſuch vaſtly dif- 
ferent obligations, there are different Powers; and inthis ſenſe 
I know no i7caxgrutyx-in admicting* imperiuns in imperio , if 
by it wee underſtand na externel coaftive uy but an-7*ter- - 


. nal poxeer laying obligation on conjeiexce , diſtintt from-rhe po 


wer /adged ig a Common: wealth: conlidered as ſuch. . An out- 
ward  cagttive power. Was alwayes. diſexxed + by Chrift, 
bur certainly not. an imternalt Pywer over Conſctence to. oblige - 
all bis Dy{eiplesto. what Dwizes hee thought fire | | 

Secendly I argue fromthoſe Officers, whoſe rights to govern | 
chis Society are faunded on that, Charter, whereby the - Seciety 
16s ſelf ſublils, Now I would willingly know why, when 
onr Saviour diſonned all oxtwerd pemer 10 the world , yel. he - 
fhould'conſtiiare a Society and. eppoint Officers ipir., diG hee 
| | | | not; 
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not intend a peculiar diſtinft Society from the ocher Societies of 


the world. And therefore-the argument frequently uſed 
againſt Church-power , becauſe it hath no ontward force wich 
ic by the conſtit#tz0% of Chriſt, is a ſtrong argument to mee of 
the peculiarity of a Chriſtian Society from a Commun-weal:h, 
becauſe Chriſt ſo i»ſtit#ted it, as not to have it Ruled at fir ff by 
any outward force or power. When Chriſt ſaith his Kingdowe 
was nt of this worid-; hee implies, that hee had a Socrety thar 
was governed by his Laws inthe world , yer diff int from all 
windane Societies: had not ow Savieur intended his Church 
ro have been a pecnliar Society, diſtin from a Commyn-wealth , 
why owr Saviour ſhould interdi& the ApoFHes the uſe of a 
civil coaftive power: . Or why inſtead of ſending abroad Apoſtles 
ro preach the Goſpel, hee did not imploy the Governours of 
Communwealths to have inforced Chriſtianity by Laws and 
temporal edifis, and the ſeveral Magiitrates to have impow- 
red ſeveral perſons under them to preach the Goſpel in their 
ſeveral Territories ? Andcan any thing bee more plain , by 
our Seviewrs taking a contrary courſe, then that hee intended a 
Church Society to bee diſtinft from civil, and the-power be- 
longing ro it;( as well as the Officers ) to bee..of a different na- 
rure from that which is ferred: in a Common-wealth, 1 here 
ſuppoſe, thar Chriſ# hath by a poſitive Law eſtabliſhed the 
Government of is Church upon Officers of his own appoint- 


ment; which I bave largely proved elſewhere, and there- 1rep, p., c. +, : 


fore ſuppoſe. it now: Thirdly, I argue fromthe peculiar 7ights 
belonging to theſe Societies. For if every one bors in the Cone 
»0u-wealth , have nor thereby a rightto the priviledges of 
the Charch; nor every oe by being of the Church; any right 
to the benefits of the Common-wealth; it muſt neceſſarily fol- 
low ,chat theſe-are di//ixtt from one another, If any one by 
being of th.Common-mealth, hath right ro Church priviledges, 
then every oxe born 12 a Commen-wealth may challenge a right 
29 the Lords Supper wichour Baptiſns or open profeſſing Chri- 
Sanity, Woichl cannot think any will bee very ready to grant, 
Now there bewg by Divive 4:pointment rhe ſeveral rights of 
Baptiſme and the Lords Supper, as peculiar badges of the 
Church as a viſible Soctety , it is evident, Chriſt did intend 
it a Society arftintt from the Common-wealth. 


C 3 Fonrthly, 
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- 4 Diſcourſe concerning the Power of © 

Foxrthly , 1 argue from che different exds of theſe ſotrerier, 
a Common-Wealth is conſtituted for civil ends, and the Chiiveh 
for ſþirirmal: for ends are to be judged by the primary conſt ita 
tion, but now it is pla, the end of civil ſociety is for preſerva- 
.$:ox of mens rights as men (therefore Adagifracy is called by 
St. Peter ordgwnivy Kio 45)but this Chriſtian ſociety doth nor re- 
{pe men under the connotation of men bur as Chr:ſtiaxs, The 
anſwer given to this is very ſhort, and inſufficient when it is 
ſaid , thatevery man in a Common-Wealth,is ro aft upon {þiri- 
tal accounts and ends: For there 15 a great deal of difference 
between Chr:i/ttaxities having an influence upon mens athings 
in a Commoen-Wealth , and. making a ſociety the ſame with a 
Common-Wealth, To argue therefore from one to another , 
is a ſhortueſs of diſcourſe I cannot but wender at : unleſs it 
could bee proved , rhat Chriſtianity aimed at nothing elſe but 
regulating mes in the affairs of a Common-Wealth , which is 
ataske I ſuppoſe will nor bee undertaken, 

Laſily , 1 argue from the peenliar offences againſt this ſo- 
eicty, Which are,or may bee diſtinit from thoſe againſt a Com- 
210n-Wealth , I deny not , but moſt times they are the ſame; - 
but frequently they differ, and when they are the ſame, yer 
the conſideration of them is different in the.Churchand Com- 
9203-Wealth , for which I (hall ſuppoſe the £x arguments pro- 
duced inthe laſt Chapter of the firſt part ro ftand good, which 
will firongly hold to excommnncatios in the Chriſtiay Church, 
chough there produced only for the Jewiſh. 1-would fain 
know whatis to bee done in many offences , known to bee 4- 
gainſtthe Laws of Chriſt , and which rend ro the diſhoyour of 
the Chri/tian ſociety , which the civil and Aſumcipal Laws , 
either do not, or may not take e9gnizance of ? Thus much may 
ſerve,as I think to make evident, rhatthe Church init's own 
ature is a peculiar ſociety diſtinft from a Common-Wealth, 
which was the firft propefitron to bee proved. | 

The ſecond is, That the power of the C hnrch over it's mem- 
bers in caſe of offences , doth not ariſe meerly froms confederation 
and conſent , though it doth ſuppoſe ir, This Church power may 
bee conſidered tws wares,Either, firſt , as it implies the r:ght 
1n ſome of infliting cenſures. Or ſecondly , as it implies in 0- 
thers, the duty of ſubmitting to cenſures inflifted ; now "s to 

oth 
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both cheſe , I {hall prove that cheir 9r2ginel is higher' than 
meer confederation, 


* 


I, Astotheright of infliting cenſures, on theſe accounts.. 


Firſt, what ever ſociety doth ſ»b/iſt by vertne of a divine cor 
fiitution , dorth- by vertue thereof derive all power for it's 


preſervation, in peace , wnity, and parity; bur iris plain ,, 


that a power'of cenſuring offeyders, 1s neceſſary for rhe Charch- 
es preſervation in peace and perity ; and its alreadyproved, 
chat the Charch hath it's Charrey from Chriſt , and therefore 
from him it hath a powey to inflict puniſhments on offenders , 
fuicable ro the nature of the ſociety they are of. 1 am very 
prone to think that the grownd of all the miſtakes on this ſub- 
je#have riſen from hence , thar ſome , imprudemily enough , 
have fixtthe 97gial of this power on ſome ambiguous places of 
Scripture, which may , and it may bee , ought to bee take; 
in a diflerentſeyſe ; and their adyerſaries, finding thoſe places 
weak and inſufficient proofes of ſuck a power , have from 
thence rejected any ſuch kinde of power at all ; Bur certainly 
if wee (bonld rejeft every truth that is weakly proved by ſome. 
who have undertakenic, 1 know no opinton would 6:d ſo 
fair for acceptance as Scepticiſme, and that in reference to 


many weighty 8 imporcant truths; for hoiv weakly have ſome. 


proved the.ex:ffexce-of a Deity, the immortality of the ſout,and. 
che truth/of the Seriptares,by ſuch arguments? that if irwere 
enough to..overthrow an opinion .to bee able to anſwer ſome 
arguments brought for it , - Atkeiſns it's ſelf would become. 
playſible. It can bee then no evidence;that a thins-is not true, 
becauſe ſome argumerts will not prove it; and truly,as to the 
matter inhand , I am fully of che opinſbn of the excellent 


H. Gretins , ſpeaking of excommunicdtion 1n the Chriſtian mn Luk. 6.22 


Church: Neque ad-cam rem peculiare preceptuns deſideratur, 
cum eccleſie catu,a Chriſto ſemel conflitmto , omnia ill impera- 
7a cenſers debent , . ſine quibias ejus cath puritas retiners nom po- 
refl, And therefore men ſpend needleſs pains ro prove an 
:oſtutntion of this power by ſome poſitive precepe , when Chrifts 
founding his. Chxrch, as a particular ſoctety, 13 ſufficient 
proof hee hath exdowed it with this fundamental Right, with- 
out which the ſoctety, were arena fine calce, a company. of 
perſons without any common tye .of umicu among them ; = if 
there 
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A Diſcomſe concerning tht Power if © + 
there bee any ſuch union; it muft depend on.ſome cortlrrions,, 
to bee performed by the wembers of that ſociery , which how 
could rhey-require from them , if che y have not power to ex- 
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clude them upon #on-performance ? 


2. I prove the divine original of this. power from the ſpecial 
appointment and deſignation of particular officers by Jeſs 
Chriſt , for the ruling this ſoc:zery, Now I ſay, that Law 
which provides there ſhall bee officers to governs ,. doth give 
them power to govern ſuitable to the natwre of their ſecret: 
Either then you muft deny, that Chriſt hah by an #nalterable 
:nſtitntion appointed a Goſpel Miniſtry , or that this Adimi- / 
fry hath no Power ih the Church, or thar their Power excends 
not to excommnnication, The firſt I have already proved , the 
ſecond follows from their appoeintmemt, for by all the rieles given 
to Church Officers in Scripture ; it appears they had a Power 
over the Church, (as &n1ouoror, revs GTES io uevc, Tomeves.) 
all which as you well know, do import a right 'to govers the 
Society over which they are ſet. And that this power ſhould 
not extend to a Power to exclude, couvift offenders, ſeems ve= 
ry ſtrange, when no other paniſhmenrt cas bee more ſuitable to 
rhe nature of the Socrety than chis is ; which is a debarrivg him 
from the privi/edges of that Society , which the offender harh ſo 
much difhononred. Can there bee any puniſhment leſs imagined 
rowards comtwnaciens offenders then this is, or rhat carrtes in 
it leſs of omrward and coaftive force , it implying nothing bur 
what the offender himſelf freely yeilded co ar his extrance” inrs 
this Socrety ? | 

All chat I can find replyed by any of the Adverſaryes of che 
opinion I here afferr, ro the 4rgument rdrawn from the inft3- 
t#tion and titles of the Officers of the C hayceh, is, thar all choſe 
titles which are given to the Minifters of the Gefpel in the 
New Teftament, that do import rwle and government, are all 
co bee rakenin a ſpirrt#all ſexſe , as they are Chriffs Minifters 
and Ambaſſadors to preach his Word and declare his wilt to 
his Church. Sothar all power ſuch perfons' conceive to. Tye in 
thoſe rirles , is onely Deftrinal and declarative; bur how true 
thar is, let anyone judge,thar confiders cheſe things, , 

I. That there was certainly a power of diſc:phne then in 
the Chnrches cenſtirmed by the Apoſtles, which ismoſt evident 

nor 
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Excommunitation in « Chriſtian Church, 
not only from the paſſages relating ro offendors in Saint 
Pauls Epiſtles, eſpecially ro the Corinthians and T hefſalowi- 
ans, but iromche continued praRice of ſacceeding apes, ma- 
nifeſted by Tertul/ian, Cyprian, and many others, There be- 
ing then a power of diſcipline in Apoftolical Churches, there 
was a neceſſity it ſhould be adminiſtred by ſome perſons who 
had the care of thoſe Chxrches; and who were they but the 
ſeveral Paſtors of them ? It being then evident that there 
was ſuch a power, doth it not ſtand to common ſenſe it 
ſhould be implyed in ſuch 7i:/es which in heir natural im- 
portance do fignifie a right to govern, as the names of Pa- 
ftors and Rulers do ? 

2, Thereis a diverfpry in Scripture made between Paſtors 
and Teachers , Epheſ. 4. 11. Though this may not ( as it 
doth not ) imply a zeceſſity of two diftinf offices in the 
Church, yctit doth a <2, reſpe and connotation in the 
ſame perſon, and ſo imports that -aling carries in it ſome- 
what morethen meer teaching, and ſo the power implyed in 
Paftors tobe more then meerly doftrinal, which is all I con- 
=_ for, viz, A right to goyern the flock committed to their 
charge. 

: What pofſible difference can be affigned between the 
Elders that rule well , and thoſe which labour in Word and 
Doettrine, (1 Tim.$.17.) if all their r#ling were meerly 
labomring inthe Word and Doftrine ? and all their goverrixg 
nothing bur zeaching ? I intend not to prove an office of 
rulers diſtin from teachers from hence (which I know nei- 
ther this place, nor any other will do ) but that the formal 
conception Of ruling, is different from that of reach- 
134 : EY 

4. I argue from the Azalogy between. the primitive 
Churches and the Synagegnes , agen many. of the names 

were taken from thence where they carried a power of ”_ 
cipline with them, fo they muft do in ſome propoytiox in the 
Charch.,. or it were not eaſie underſtanding them. It is moſt 
certain the Presbyters of the Synagogue had a power of 
ruling,and can you conceivethe B;ſhopsand Presbyters of the 
Church had none; when the Societies were much of the 
ſame conſtitution, and the Government of the one was 
"= frau- 
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_  & Diſcourſe comterning the rower of + 
tranſcribed from the other, as-hath been already largely 
proved? © - : bs | 

5. The a&s. attributed: ro” Paſtors in Scriptirre , imply a 
power of Gomerning; diftin&:from-meer Teaching ; fuch are 
Ti{(4i16:1> uſed. for a right to govern, Afatth. 2. 6. Revel. 12.5. 
— 19; 15> which word isattributed to Paftors of Churches 

in reference to--rheir flocks.” As 20.28. 1Pet.5.2; and 
o&z04, is applyedts Miniſters, whenthey are fo frequently 
called acriremzs-which notes preſiderttiam erm poteftate; for 
Heſychias renders it by w»&&gmo»3 and the ©0m) at Athens 
had certainly a power of Government in them. 

6. The very word «-Czpriaces, is attribured ro rhofe who 
have ever-ſight of Charches , 1 Cor. 12.8. by which it is 
certainly evident, that a power more then deZrival is un- 
deritood, as thatie could-not rhert be #nderſtood of a power 
meerly cevid. And this I fuppoſe may fuffice to vindicare this 
argument from the titles of Chnrch-officers inthe New Tefta- 
went, that ulrey ave not 3nfigmficant things , but the perfons. 
who enjoyed:them ha@a'jghr to govern the Society over 
which the Holy- Ghoſt hath made them Over-ſcers. 

3. I argue that Chxrch power ariſeth not meerly from - 
cenſent, becauſe the Church may exerciſe her power on frtch 
who bave not altwally confederated with her , which is in ad-- 
mytting membersimo the Church : For if the Ehurch-officerc 
havepower to judge whether perſons are fit to be admitted , 
they have power tO exclude from admiſſion ſeich whom they 
judge «»fit, andio their power is exerciſed on thoſe who are 
not corfederated. To this it may be:anſwered , Thas the con- 
ſexs tobe judged, gives the Churelypower over. the perfon ſaing 
for admiſſion. 1 grant it doth, as to that particular perſon, but + 
the zightin genevab of judging concerning admeſſion, doth 
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| argue art. anteceatur Power tO all afFna?. confederation. For I 


wilt ſuppeſethat Ehr;#flhouldnow appoinr ſome Officers to 
found a Chnrch, andigathera Sveiery of Chriſtians togerher,. 
where there hach been none before :.T now ask, Whether 
theſe:Officers hnve power to admit any intotbe Church or wo ? 
Flu 1 ſmapaſe.cannet betenyed*, for to whit ena elſe were thiy- 
appainted'? Ifi it be granted:they have power to admit perſoss, 
and thereby make a Churoh, rhen they had power anrecedently to 
m_— 
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Excommunicetion jt# 4 Chreftien Charch. 
any confederation ;, for the confederation was ſubſequent to their 
admiſſion ; aud therefore they whe had power to admit, could not 
derive their power from confederations This argument, to me , 
puts the caſe out of diſpute, that a8 Cihmrch:- power cannet ariſe 
froms meer confederarson. | 

And that which further evidenceth that the power of the 
Charch doth not ariſe from meer coxſexr, is that Deed of 
Gift whereby our Bleſſed Saviour did confer the Power of 
the Keyes 0n the Apoſtle Peter, as the xepreſentative in that 
ation of the whole Colleage of the Apoſtles and Governours 
of the Charch,of which power all the Apoſtles were actually 
infeoffed, Fobu 20. 23. By wbich Power of the Keyes is Cer- 
cainly meant ſome adminiftration in the Charch, which doth 
refpett it as a vittble ſociety, in which ſenſe the Charch is 10 
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frequently called, as in that place,che Kingdom of Heaven ; Matth. 


and in all probability the aaminiftrarien intended here by the 
Power of the Keyes, is that we are now diicourſing of, viz. 
the Power of Admiſſion ite the Church of Chrift in order 
to the pardon of the fins of all penitent believers, and the 
fantting out of ſuch who were manifelily zxwwor:hy of ſo holy 
A cemwunioun. So that the Power of the Keyes doth not 
primarily reſpe& excluſion out of the Church, and receiving 
4ntOat again upon ab/oimtien, but it chiefly reſpets the Power 
of Admsfſion into the Church, though by way of connetation 
and Azalogy Of reaſon it will carry the other along with it. 
For if the Apoſles as Governownrs of the Church were wveſftea 
wich a power of judging of mens firneſs for admiſſion into the 
Charch as members of 18, itſtands to the higheſt reafun that 
they ſhould bave thereby likewſea power conveyed cothem, 
of excluding ſuchas are awwortby.:after their admiſſion, to 
maintaig communias with the Church. So that this interpre- 
tation of the power of the Keyes, is far from 5»validating rhe 
power of the Charch, as to its. cenſarripg offendors ; all rhat-it 
prerends to, is only giving a mare natural and genuine ſence 
of the power of. the Keyes, which will appear ſo ro'be, if ve 
conſider theſe things. 1. That this power was given to Saint 
Peter before any Chriſtian Churob was actually formed, which 
( as | have elſewhere made manifeſt ) was not done till after 
Chbriſts reſarrettion ; when Chriſt bad given the Apoſtles their 

D 2 com- 


I6. 19. 


Iren, P. 2. 
ch 5.9.s. 


Þs 213. 


20 A Diſcourſe concerning the Power of 
commiſſion to go preach and baptize, &c. 2atth. 28: 19; Tit 
not cherefore tar more rational that the power of the Keyes 
here given, ſhould reſpe& the founding of a Church and 24- 
23ſſion tanto it , then ejef0 ont of it (before ir was in being) 
and receiviug into it again ? And this we find likewiſe re- 
markably fulfilledin the perſon of the Apoſtle Peter, who 
opened the door of admiſſion into the Chriſtian Church, both 
to Fews and Gentiles, So the Fews by his Sermon at Pente- 

ARs 2. 4T« coft, when about 3000. ſouls were brought into the Charch 
of Chriſt. So the Genriles, as is moſt eyidentin the ſtory of 
Cornelius, Ats.10. 28. who was the firſt-fraits of the Gen- 
ries. So that if we ſhould yield ſo far to the great izharcers 
of Saint Peters power, that ſomething was intended pec#aliar 
to his perſon in the Keyes given him by our Savioxy, we here- 
by ſee how rationally it may be underſtood without the leaſt 
advantage to the extravagant pretenfions of Saint Peters pre- 
tended ſucceſſors. 2. The pardon of fir in Scripture is moſt 
"IA annexed to Baptiſm and Admiſſics into the Church, and 
'2x, thenee it ſeems evident that the /sofixg of fu ſhould be by 
Tit, 3-5 admitting into the Charch by Baptiſm , in the ſame ſenſe by 
which Baptiſm is ſaidro ſavers, and it is called the waſoin 
of regeveranos ,, reſpeRing the ſpiritual' advantages which 
come by admsſſiox into the Church of Chriſt, and ſo they are 
faidto have their:ſins bownd 'upon' them , who continue 7e- 
Aﬀs 8.33: fraftory in their fins, as Simon IMagnsis laid robe in the bonds 
of iniquity; 3. The Metaphor of the Keyes referrs moſt to 
admiſſion 1nto the houſe, and excluding our of it, rather then 
ezefting any out, of it, and re-admittiug them. Thus when 
Eliakims is ſaid to: havei the Keyes of the houſe of David, it 
iſa, 32.20, Was in regard of his power to opex and ſbur-upon whom he 
Cypr. Ep. pleaſed. And thus Cypriaz, as our learned Mr. Thorndike ob- 
73.ſ&.6, ſerves, underſtands the power of binding and loofing in this 
ſenſe, in his Epiſtle to fnbaianm, where Conking ot the ye» 


miſſion. of fins in; Baptiſm, be brings theſe very words of our 
S4vionr tO Peter as the evidence of it; That what be fhould 
looſe on earth ſhorld be. leoſed in heaven + and concludes with 
this ſentence, Vude intelligimm non nifi in Eccleſia prepoſites 
& in Evangelica lege ac Dominica ordinatione fundarys licere 
beptizare, & remills 


416 peecatoram aare; fory antem nec ligars 
| aliquid 


Excommunication ina Chriſtian Charch. 
aliqnid poſſe nec ſolvi, nbi non fir qui ligare poſſit aut ſolvere. 
That which Inow interr from chis diſcourſe. is, chat the power 
of 'rhe {'harchb doth not arife from meer conſent and confede- 
ration, both becauſe this power doth reSc# thoſe who have 
not aRually conſented to it, and becauſe it is ferrled 
upon the Governoars of the Charch by arvine inſtutntioa, 
Thus it appears that the right of inflifing cenſures doth nor 
reſult meerly ex confederard diſciplina, which was the things 
to be proved. 

The like evidence may be given, for the dat y of ſubmitting 
to penalties or Charch-eenſures in the members of the Church : 
which that it ariſeth not from meer conſent of parties , will 
appear on theſe accounts, 

7. Every perſon who enters this Soczety, is bound to conſent, 
before he doth it, becauſe of the ob/igatiox lying upon con- 
ſcience toan open profeſſionof Chriſtianity , preſently upon 
convittion of the underflanding of the truth and certainty of 
Chriftian Religion. For when once the mind of any r.4t:onal 
man is ſo far wrought upon by the influence of the Divize 
Spir:t, as to diſcover the moſt rational- and andonubrted evi- 
ences which there are of the rrarh of Chriſtianity , he is 
Preſently ob/iged to profeſs Chriſt openly , to worſhip him (o- 
lemnly, tO afſewble with others for ivſtruitios and participa- 
$:0n of Goſpel-Orainances; and thence it follows that there is 
an antecedent obligation upon confrience to- aſſociate with 
others , and conſequently to conſent to be goyerned by-the 
rulers of the Society which he enters into. Se that this ſub- 
3vi//io tO the power of Church-officers in the exerciſe of Di/- 
ciplixe upon offenders, is implyed in the very conditions of 
Chriftianity, and the ſolemn profeſſing and andertaking Of it. 
2.It were «poſſible any Society ſhould be »phela, if it be not 
laid by the founder of the Sociery as the neceſſary duty of all 
members tO undergo the penalties which ſhall be snflifed by 
thoſe who have che care of governing that Society, ſo they 
be not contrary to the Laws , nature, and conſtitution Of it. 
Elfe.chere would beno proviſicy made for preventing divi/5- 
ens and confyfions which will happen upon any breach made 
upon the Laws of the Society. Now this ob/ig4t5on © ſmb- 
wiſſion tO cenſures, doth ſpeak ſomething antecedently to the 
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"" of Diſcourſe concerning the Power of 
confederation, although the expreſſion of it lies in the confede- 
ration its ſelf. By this1 hope we haye made evident that ic 


js nothing elſe butamifakein thoſe otherwiſe learned per- 
. ſons, who make the power of cenſwres in the Chriftian Charch 


to be nothing elſe but a /ex cenfederare diſcipline , whereas 
this power bath been made appear to be derived from a higher 
original then the meer arbitrary conſent of the ſeveral wem- 
bers of the Church aſſociating together + And how far the 


examples of the Synagogues under the Law , are from reach- 


ing that of Chriſti.» Churches 1n reference to this , becauſe 
in theſe the power is conveyed by the fownder of the Sorzery., 


- and not left to any arbitrary Conſtitutions , asit was among 


the 7ews in their Synagogues, It cannot be denyed' but con- 
ſent is ſuppoſed, and confederation neceſſary, in order to Church 
power, but that is rather in regard et the exerciſe , then the 
original of it ; for alchough I affirm the original of this 
power to be of Divinemnſtstution., yer ifi order tothe exerciſe 
of it in reference to particnlar perſons '( who are not men- 
tioned inthe charter of the power its felf ) it is neceſſary that 
the perſovs on whom it 16.exerted, ſhould declare their conſent 
and ſubmiſſion either by words or ations, to the rates ander- 
&ers of this Society. 5 | PH, 

Having now proved that the power of the Chargh doth 
not ariſe from meer conſent of parties, the next grand inquiry 
is concerning theextent of this power, Whether it doth reach 
ſo far as tO excommunication ? For fome men who will not 
feem wholly to deny all power in the Charch over offendors, 
nor that the Church doth ſubſþpft by divine ruftitution, yet do 
wholly deny any ſuch power as that of excommunieation, and 
ſeem rather to ſay that Chwreh officers may far more congra- 
o#fly to their office swflift any other wul&mpon offenders, then 
excluderthem trom participation Of (Communzim with others 
in the Ordinances and Sacraments of the Goſpel : In order 
therefore to theclearing of this , I come to the third Pro- 
poſition, 

That the pewer which Chrift bath given to the officers of bus 
Church, deth extend to the excluſion of contumacions offenaors 
from the priviledges which this Society enjoyes. In theſe rerms 
I rather chooſe to fix it , then in thoſe rrwatr rxpreſſione K 
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Excommunication in a Chriftlan Church.” 
wherein Eraſinzs and ſome of his followers would tate the 
qreftion, and ſome of their imprudent adverſaries have ac- 
cepred it, 9i2. Whether Churck-officers have power to ex- 
clude any from the Excharift, Ob moralemimpuritatem ? And 
the reaſons why I wave thote terms,are, 

x. Tmuſt confeſs my ſelf yet unſatisfied as to any convin> 
cing argument, whereby it can be proved that any were de- 
nyed admiſſion to the Lords Supper, who were 4dmitted to 
all other parrs of Church-ſociety, and owned as members in 
them. I cannot yet ſee any particular reaſou drawn from 
the »atare of the Lords Supper above all othet parts of divine 
worſhip, which ſhould confine the cenſares of the Charch 
meerly to that o#dizance, atid fo ro make the Erthaviſt 
bear the fame office in the hody of the.Chareb, which-our new 
Avatomiſts tell us the parenchyme of the /iver doth inthe na- 
tural body, viz. tobe tolnm ſangning, to ſerve as a kind of 
ſtrainer to ſeparate the niore groſs and feextent parts of tltz 
bleod from the more pare and Firitwout, fo the Lords 


Sapper to flrainout the more jmparemembers of the Church: 


from the mote Holy and Spiritual. My judgement then 
is, that excommunication relates immediately to the catting 
a perſon off from communion with the Charches viſible ſociety, 
conſtituted upon the ends it is; but becauſe communion is 
not viſibly difcerned but in adminiſtration and partitipation 
of GoFpel ordinaxces, therefore excluſion doth chiefly refer 
ro thefe, and becauſe the Lords Supper is one of the higheſt 
priviledges which the Charch enjoyes, therefore it ſtands ro 
rexfon that cenſ#res ſhould begis there. And in thar ſenſe 
ſuſpenſion from the Lords Supper of perſons apparently un- 
Worrhy, may be embraced asa prudent, lawfid and convenient 
abatement of the greazes penalty Of extommmitatien, and {0 
roſtznd on the ſame general grounds that the other doth , 
for qui poteſt majne,poteſt eti.im minus, which will hold as well 


in moral as natural power, if there be no-prohibitron-to the 


contrary, nor peculiar reaſon as rothe one more' then to the 
other. 

2. I diſlike the rerms ob moralem impuritatem , on this 
account, becauſeI ſuppoſe they were taken up by Eraſtxs, 
and. from him by others as the' controverſie was managed 
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' © A Diſcourſe concerning the' Power of x 
concerning excommnnication among. the fews, viz, whe- 
ther it were-meerly becauſe of ceremonial, or elſe likewiſe 
becauſe of weral impurity. As to which I muſt ingenuouſly 
acknowledge Eraſtas hath very much the advantage of his 
adverſaries, clearly proving that no perſons under the Law 
| wereexclaudedthe Temple-wor ſhip becauſe of moral imparity. 
But then withall I think he hatch gained little advantage tO 
his ca»ſe by the great and ſucceſsful pains he hath taken in 
the proving of that , my reaſon is, becauſe the Temple- 
worſhip or the ſacrifices under the Law were in ſome ſenſe 
propitiatory, as they were the adwmbrations of that grand 
ſacrifice which was to be offered up for the appeaſing of 
Gods wrath, viz, the blood of Chriſt ; therefore to bave ex- 
cluded any from participation of them, had been to exclude 
them from the viſible way of obtaining pardon of fy (which 
was not to be had withont ſhedding of blood,as the Apoſile tells 
us) and from teftifying their faith rowards God, and repen- 
tance from dead Works. But now under the Goſpel thoſe 
ordinances, which ſuppoſe admiſſion into the Charch by 
baptiſm, do thereby ſuppoſe an alſufficient ſacrifice offered 
for the expiation of fin, and conſequently the /ubſequent 
friviledges do not immediately relare to the obtaining of 
that, but a grateful comemmoration of the death of Conf, and 
a celebration of the infinite mercy and goodneſs of Goa in the 
way of redemption found out by the death of his Sow, And 
therefore it itands to great reaſon that ſuch perſons, who by 
their profane and wuworthy lives diſhonour ſo holy a pro- 
feffion, ſhould not be owned to be as good and ſound members 
ot the ſociety founded on ſo ſacred a foxndation, as the moſt 
Chriſtian and religions perſons. To this, I know nothing 
can be objected, but that þrſf, the paſſeover was commeme- 
rative among the Jews; and ſecondly, Thar the privileages. 
of that people were then very great above ther people, and 
therefore if God had intended axy ſuch thing 44 excommmns- 
cation among hy people, it would have been in uſe then. To 
theſe I anſwer, 

7. I grant the pafſcover was commemorative as to the 
occaſion Of its inſtitution ; but then ir was withall typical and 


annunciative of that Lamb of God who was to take away the 
fins 
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fins of the world , and therefore no perſon who defired ex- 
piation of fins,was to be debard from it ; but the Lords Sup- 
per under the Goſpel hach nothing in it propitiatory, but is 
intended as a Feaſt upon a ſacrifice and a Federal rite, as hath 
been fully cleared by a very learned perſon in his diſcourſe 
about the trne notion of the Lords Supper. 

2. I grant the ews had yery many privi/edges above other 
Nations: Nay lo far, thac the whole body 01 the people were 
looked upon as Geds choſen, and pecnliar and holy people ; and 
from thence I juftly infer that oi—_ excluſionwasamong 
the people of the Fews from their ſociety, will tar better hold 
'as an argument for excommmnnication under the Chriſtian 
Church, then if it had been a meer debarring from their 
Levitical Worſhip. And that I ſhould far ſooner infilt up- 


on, from the reaſon aſfigned, as the ground of excommmnni- 


catisn,then the ocher 5nfirm aud profligated argument , and 
'ſo the excluſion out *of the Camp of 7/rael and the Ce- 
7ithamons the Fews ( whatever we underitand by it) may 
a pars hold to a grownd of excluſion from the Chriftian $0- 
ciety : In imitation of which, Irather ſuppoſe that exclufi- 
ox Out of the Synagogues was after taken up, rather then as 
a meer Omt-lawry , when they were deprived of Givill 
power. ; 4 
The queſtion then being thus clearly ated, it amounts to 
this, Whether under the Goſpel, there be any power in the Offi- 
cers of the Church by vertne of divine inſtitution to excludes 


any offenders out of the Chriſtian ſociety, for tranſgreſſing the 


Laws of it > And according to our former propoſetions, I ſup. 
poſe it will be ſufficient tro prove that power to be of divine 
inſtitution , if I prove it to be fundamentally and intrinſe- 
cally reſident in the ſociety its ſelf, For what ever doth im» 
mediately xe/#/t from the ſeciety it ſelf, muſt haye the ſame . 
original which the {«bjeF hath, becauſe this hath the nature 
of an inſeparable property reſulting from its conſtitution, 
For the clearing ot which, I ſhall lay down my. thoughts of 
it as clearly and mechodically asI.can ; and that in theſe 
following hypotheſes, | ; 
1. Where there is a power of declaring any perſon tobe no 
true member of the ſociety he #5 as there is a formal power 
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of excommunicaties ; for this is all which1 intend by it; viz. 
an #xtboritative pronouncing virtute officii, any.convitt offen- 
der t0 have forfeited bus intereſt in the Church as a Chriſtian 
ſociety : and teloſe all the privileages of 5: ; So that it this 
power be lodged in any Chxrch cfficcr, then he hath power 
formally to cxcommunicales Wh 
2 « Whete the enjoyment of the privileages of a ſocitty #5 not 
abſelute and neceſſary, but depends upon conditions to be per- 
formed by every member, of which the ſociety x4 juage, there ts 
4 power in the vulers of that ſociety to debarr any perſon 
from ſuch priviledges;, upon non-performance of the conditions. 
As ſuppoſing the jus civitates to depend upon defending the 
rights. of the Ciry, upon a failixg in referente t0-thy in any 
perſon admitted to Citizes- ſhip, the Rulers of the City baye 
the ſame power to take that right away, which they had ar 
firſt to give it ; becauſe that right was never abſolutely given, 
but, upon/appopption that the perſon*did not overthrow the: 
ends for which 1c was beſtowed upon him. | 
. 8.7 he Church i ſuch: a fociety in which communion 1s not 
abſelnte and neceſſary, but it doth depend on the performance 
ef ſome conditions, of whichthe Governonrs of it are the com- 
petent Judges: And that appears, | 
1, Becauſe the adwiffion into the Church , depends upon 
conditions to be gndged by Paſtors, as in caſe of aanlt perſons 
requiring Bapts/m, and the Children of Tnfidels being bap- 
tized:41n both-which caſes it is evident that conditions are pre- 
requiſite, of which the Paſtors are 7adges. | 
_-2: Becauſe the:priviledges of 'this Society do require a ſe= 
paratzon from other Socszties in the world, and calls for great- 
er bolineſsand purity of life , and thoſe very privileages are 
pledges of greater benefits which: belong. only to perſons 
qualified with ſuitable coxaitions ; it would therefore be a 
Very. great difhorour to this Society, if it lay as common and 
open as-Nher Spcieries inthe world do, and no more qualifi- 
cations required from the members of ir, | 
3; We have3nftarces inthe ſacred Records of Apoſtolical 
times, Of ſuch ſcandals which have been the ground of the- 
excluſion of the perſons guilty of them from the privileages 
of the Chriſtian Socirty.. And here ſuppoſe we may ( not- 
by withſtanding 
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'withfianding all the little eyafions which have been found 
out) fix on the 3»ceftworxs perſen in the Church of Corinth. 


As to which lay nor the force of the argument upon the 
manner Of execntion of the cenſure then , viz. by delegati- 
on from an Apoſtle, or the Apeſtolical rod , or delivering to 
Satan ; for 1 freely grant that theſe did then import an ex- 
traordinary power in the Apof les over offenders; bur l ſay the 
Sround and reaſon of the exerciſe of that power in ſuch an 
extraordinary manner at that time , doth ſtill continae, al- 
though not in that wiþble extraordinary effeft which it then 
had. And whatever prattice is founded upon grounds perpe- 
tual and common, that praftice muſt continue as long as che 
grounds Of it do, and the Churches capacity will admit ; 
( which hypotheſis is the only rational fonndation on which 
Epiſcopal Government in the Charch doth ſtand firmand ws 
ſhaken , and which in the former diſcourſeI am tar from #x- 
dermining of, as any intelligent Reader may perceive) now 
Ifay that icis evident that the reaſons of the Apoſtles cenſnre 
of chat perſon, are not ferched from the want of Chriitian 
HMogiſtrates, but from fuch things which will hold as long as 
any Chriſtian Charch : which are the diſbonony of the Socie= 
t3. 1 Corinth. 5, 1. the ſpreading of [ach corruptions further, 
if they paſs uncenſured. - 1 Corinth. 5. 6. and amendment of 
the perſen, 1 Cor. 5.5. Upon theſe pi4ars the power of cex- 
ſares reſts it ſelf in the Chxrch of God, which are the main 
grounds of penalties in all Societies whatſoever, vite the pre- 
ſervation of the honour of them , and preventing of further 
wi{chief , and doing good to the offending party. And that 
which ſeems to add a great deal of weight to this inftauce, is , 
that the Apoſtle checks the Corinthians that before the exer- 
6i/e of rhe Apeſtolical rod , they were. not of. themſelves 
ſenſible of ſo great a diſhmony to the Church as that was, and 
had not uſed ſome means for the rewoving ſuch a perſon 
from their Society. Ard ye are puffed up, aud have not rather 
menrned that he that hath done this deed may be taken away 
from among . you, . I Corinth. 5, 2, Therein implying , that 
whether thefe had been ſacha thing inthe Charch, or no, 2s. 
the Apoſtolical rod, it had been the dnty of a (hriftian S#- 


ciety tO bave done their exdeavony in order to the removing. 
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4 Diſcourſe concerning the Power of 
ſuch a perſon from their #«#mber. But farther , I cannot un- 
derſtand, how it ſhould be a duty in Chriſtians to withdraw 


4 
\ 


2 Cor. 5. from every brother Who walketh diſorderly, and Charch-fficers 
11. not tO have.power tO pronounce ſuch a perſon to: be withdraws 
2 Theſle3. f53,99, which amounts to excommunication. Itis not to me at 
"4: all material, whether they did immediately relate to Civ; or 
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Sacred converſe, (concerning which there is ſo much diſpute) 
for in which ſoever we place it,if Church-officers have a power 
to provounce ſuch a perſon to be withdraws from, they have a 
power of excommunication ; ſo we confider this pexal/ty as in. 
fied on the __ iN his relation to the Society as a Chriftian, 
and withall, how nearly conjoyned their civil and ſpirirual 
eating were together, 1 Corinth, 11.20, 21, and how ſtrong. 
ly the argument will hold fromCivil co Sacred, viz. 4'remo- 
tione nnius ad remotionem alterins , not from any fancyed 
pollution i» Sacris from the company of wicked men , buc 
from the di/honoxy refleRing omthe Society from ſuch unwor- 
thy perſons partaking of the higheſt privi/eages of it. Thus 
from theſe hes Hypotheſes this Corolary follows, that where 
any perſons in a Charch do by their opex and contumurious 
offences, declareto the world that they are far from being the 
perſons they were ſuppoſed to be in their admiſſion into the 
Charch, there is a power reſident inthe Paſtors of the Church 
to debay ſuch perſons from the priviledges of it, and conſe- 
quently from Communion in the Lords Supper. 1. Becauſe 
thisexpreſſeth the neareſt axion and cloſeft confederation , as 
the wornz among the Grecian Common-wealths did. 2, Bc- 

cauſe this hathbeen alwayes looked on with greatelt wenera- 

tionin the Charchof God; and therefore it1s leaſt of all fit 

thoſe perſons ſhould be admitted co the higheſt priviledges 

of the Church , which are unworthy of the loweſt of 

them, 

There remain only ſome few objefions which are levelled 
againſt this opinion concerning the power of excommunicati- 
oz, which from the Qgeftion being chus ſtated and proved , 
will be ſoon removed. The firſtis that this excommunication 
is an outward puniſhment, and therefore belongs wot to Church- 
officers, but to the Magiſtrate. 2. Becauſe it neither 14 nor ever 


Wa 3n the power. of. any Chnrch-officer ro debar any. offending 
| member 
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 Excommunication in a Chriſtian Church. 
member from publick worſhip , becanſe any heathens may come 
roit. 3. It cannot lie as to excluſion from the Lords Supper, 
becanſe Chrift u offered as Ffiritual food , as well in the Word 
Preached as in the Sacrament. Tothele Ianſwer,--1, Ido not 
well underſtand what the Obje&ors mean by an onutwerd pu- 
»:/pment ,, for there can be no puniſhment belonging to a vi- 
fpble Society, ( ſuchas the Charch is here conſidered to be ) 
buc it muſt be 2;/ble, i. c. outward, Or a thing to be taken 
notice of in the world, andinthis ſenſe deny that all v;/;- 
ble puniſhment belongs only to the Magiſtrate , but if by ont- 
ward, be meant forcible puniſhment , then I grant that all 


coattive power belongs to the Magiſtrate ; but I deny that. 


excommunication —_ conſidered, is a forcible puniſh- 
ment. 1, Beeauſle every perſon at his entrance into -this F- 
ciety , is ſuppoſed to declare his ſubmiffon to the rules of the 
Society ,, and therefore whateyer he after undergoes by way 
of penalty in this Society, doth depend upon that conſent . 


2, A perſon ſtands excommenicare legally and de jure, who. 


is declared amthoritativly to. be no member of the Society , 
though he may bepreſentat the a#sof it, as a defranchiſed 


perſoa may beat thoſe of a Corporation. 3: Aperion — | 
into thoſe offences which merit excommunication, is ſuppoſed. 


in ſo doing, vo{nntarily to renounce his intereft.in thoſe proj- 
lrages, the enjoyment. of which doth: depend upon abſtaining - 
from thoſe offexces which be wilfully falls into, eſpecially if 
contamacy:be joyned withthem, asit is before excommnni- 
cation; for thennothing is done forcibly towards him ; for 
he firſt relinquiſheth his right}, before the Church-Governour 
declares him excl#ded the Society. So that the offendor doth 
meritovionſly excommunicate himſelf,the Paſtor-dothiir form- 
ally, by declaring that lie hach-made himſelf no member by 
his Fang and contamacy joyned with them. To the ſecond 


I anſwer , ThatI do nor place the formality of excommunt- . 


cation in excluſion from hearing the Word , but in debarring 
the perſon from hearing ranquam part eocleſie, as a member 
of the Church, and fo his hearing may be well-joined wictr 
thatof Heathens and Tnfidels, and+not of members of the 
Charch.. To the third 1 anſwer , That exc/«fion from-the 
Lords Supper is not on. the.accounts mentioned in- the obje-. 
E 3 


Aion, 
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* A Diſcourſe concerning the Power of 
&1ion, but becauſe it is one of the chiefeit priviledges of the 
Church, as itis a'viſible Society, 

Having thus cleared and aſſerted the power of excommu- 
nication 10a ( hriflian ({harch , there remains only one ex- 
quiry more, which is, Whether this power doth remain formal- 
ly ia the Church, after its being incorporated into the Common- 
wealth, or elſe doth it then eſcheate wholly into the Civil power ? 
The reſolution of which queſtion mainly depends on another 
ſpoken ro already ;, viz, Whether this power was only a kind 
of Widows eft.ite, which belonged to it only during its /epara- 
tion from the Civil power, or was the Charch abſolutely 5- 
feoffed of it as irs perpetual right, belonging to1tan all cox- 
ditions wiiatſoever it ſhould bein ? Now that muſt appear 
by che Texwre of it, and the grounds on which it was con- 
vezed, which having been proved already to beperperzal and 
univerſal, it from thence appears ihat no acceſſion to the 
Church can invalidate its former title. But then as in caſe of 
marriage, the right of diſpoſal and well management of the 
eſtate coming by the wife, b:longs to the hesband, 1o after 
the Church 1s marriedinto the Common wealth , the right of 
ſupream management of this fower in an external way doth 
fall into the Aſagiſtrates hands, Which may confiſt in theſe 
following things. 1. A right of preſcribing Laws for the 
due management of Charch-cenſures. 2 A right of bounds 
ing the manncy of proceeding in cenſures , that in a ſettled 
Chriſtian State, matters Of lo great weight be not left. to the 
arbitrary pleaſure of any Charch-officers, nor ſuch cenſures 
;nflicted butupon an evident convittion of ſuch great offences 
which tend to the difpononr of the Chriſtian Charch, and 
that in order to the amendment of the offendors life: 3. The 
right of adding temporal and civil ſanitions tO Charch- 
cenſures and ſo enforcing the ſpirirnal' weapons of the 
Church, with the more h:ex and ſharp ones of the Ciyil 
ſtate. Thus I affert the force and efficacy of all Charch- 
enſures in foro humano to flow from the Civil power, and 
thar there is-no proper effe following any of them as to 
Civil rights, but from the Aagiftrates ſanttion. 4. To the: 
HMMagiſftrate belongs the right ot appeals in caſe of unjuſt cen-' 
ſures ; not that the Jdagiſtrate can repeal a juſt cenſure in 


the 


Excommunication in 4 Chrifllan Charch. | 
the Charch, as to its 1 piritual effets , but he may ſuſpend 
the temporal effe& of it : in which caſe it is the duty of Paſtors 
T1 diſcharge cheir office and acquieſce. But this power Ol the 
Magiſtrate 1n the ſupream ordering Of Eccleſiaſtical as well as 


(igit Canſes, 1 have ſully aſſerted and cleared already. From 17ex. p. I. 
which it follows, That as toany oxtward effe&s of the powey 012+ {eQ.7» 


excommunication,che perſon of the Supream Magiſtrate muſt 
be exempted, both becauſe the ferce of theſe cerſures doth 
9,w.from himin a Chriſtian State , and that there otherwiſe 
would be a progreſs in infinitam, to know whether the cen- 
ſare ofthe AAagiſtrate were juſt or no. I conclude then, 
that though-the Aagiſtrate hath the main care of ordering 
things in the Charch, yet ( the Magiſtrates power in the 
Church being cumulative, and not privative) the Charch 


and her officers retain the fundamental right of infliting cen- 


{ares on offenders: Which was the thing to be proved. 


Dedit Deus his quogue 


Finem, 
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